No less than thirty-seven authors contribute to this publication on leprosy. It is a disease with an inheritance of social and cultural stigma, and even though effective therapy is now available, it still constitutes a health problem in certain parts of the world. Not surprisingly, then, several of the contributions are dedicated to commenting upon the current situation.

In addition to 'Miscellanea', the report is divided into four main sections: 'Clinical leprosy', 'Skeletal diagnosis of leprosy', 'History and palaeopathology of leprosy worldwide', and finally 'Molecular diagnosis of leprosy in skeletal material'. The contributors come from several countries and disciplines, making the report also an interesting journey into a number of academic traditions and methods old and new.

The largest section is on history and palaeopathology worldwide, and a common theme is the spread and geographical distribution of leprosy through history. Several authors draw leprosy maps over certain geographical areas, be they Russia, Finland, Hungary, the Czech kingdom or the Pacific, while Michel F Lechat paints the really grand picture from the earliest times until the mid-nineteenth century. Other authors discuss the distribution of leprosy in time and place, relating it to methodological questions and major historical events that are considered turning points also in the history of leprosy, like the Crusades and Columbus\' voyages. The question of why leprosy disappeared in some areas, but not everywhere, is not very energetically attacked, but clues are given also for the period prior to effective medical treatment.

A number of methodological and technical problems are raised. What can written sources and iconography reveal about the spread and scope of one specific disease in time and space? What archaeological evidence is there---and what precisely is the main evidence of leprosy in skeletons?

Gillian M M Crane-Kramer convincingly argues that osteological evidence does not support the idea of there being a diagnostic confusion between leprosy and syphilis in the Middle Ages, and consequently cannot support the contention that syphilis existed in Europe prior to Columbus. Della Collins Cook, on the other hand, argues that destruction of the nasal spine is not pathognomonic of leprosy "in the New World" (p. 84)---an argument with some merit, one is inclined to think, for the Old World as well. Piers D Mitchell strongly argues against the idea that crusaders brought leprosy to Europe; he insists that it was already there. The increase in the number of leprosaria at the time of the crusades coincides with a rise in the number of general hospitals, which points to a change in social attitude rather than an epidemic of leprosy.

In a publication of proceedings, it is to be expected that the different contributors sometimes give conflicting answers to questions raised---and the various positions certainly contribute to the interest. I would, however, have liked the editors to help the reader in spotting the current controversies. Establishing the *Stand der Forschung* in this specific field of medical history is certainly not easy for an outsider, and the reader has to work fairly hard to bind this collection together.

I had no idea dry bones could reveal that much and still keep so much in the dark---but the social and cultural meaning of leprosy is no less important than bones. There seems to be a common story of stigmatization and marginalization to be told in Asia, Europe and Africa, and in modern times also in the United States. Alicia K Wilbur\'s comparison of the social exclusion in twentieth-century North America of people suffering from tuberculosis with that resulting from leprosy is thought-provoking. The voices to be heard in her paper give insight into what it meant, on an individual level, to lose home, family and friends, name and social status in a time otherwise characterized by democratization and individual choice.

The proceedings also contain a touching story on de-institutionalization of patients suffering from leprosy. It may have been hard to enter the various institutions, but today, they are regarded as home and as such, difficult to leave (Anwei Skinsnes Law). This is a story of interest not only for those specializing in leprosy; it concerns all fields where institutionalization and de-institutionalization have been practised.

Specific individuals in the field are also dealt with. Pia Bennike portrays Professor Vilhelm Møller-Christensen under the title 'his work and legacy'. She has written an outspoken biography; it is short, a good read and informative as to both the person and the development of palaeopathology as an international field of study.

Finally, the impact of words in historical research, and particularly in medical history, is one of the points driven home in the volume: the people\'s first language is preferred, be it when dealing with the past or today. Those speaking against using "the offensive language of the past under the guise of 'historical accuracy' " (Anwei Skinsnes Law, p. 7) undoubtedly received a mixed reception among historians. The issue is delicate and difficult. Yet not only historical accuracy is at stake, but also the historians\' ability to give as true a picture as possible from the past. The common experience worldwide, it seems---also from this volume---has been and still is stigmatization and marginalization, a lot of pain, humiliation and loss of dignity. To avoid the language of the past when telling this story may not be the best way to enable people of today to understand the impact words have had in the historical process and in shaping the social and cultural meaning of leprosy.
